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and Colonel Conder writes of 'an attack by sea on Alexandria in
1174' as if it were another version of the Damietta siege; bat he mast
-sorely have heard of the Sicilian expedition ? Nisiba again does duty for
Na?lbin; ' TTighAm ed Din ' appears as the name of the admiral Husam-
ed-dtn, and generally speaking the ™»atftlrflfl in the translation of Baha-
ed-dln are reproduced here. Ernool's story of the knights who deserted
to Saladin at 9ittin is marred by patting the well-known speech into the
sultan's mouth (p. 152). Ernoul writes that the knights said, ' Sire,
c'atendis vous f Poignies sour aus, qu'ii nt sepueent mats aidier ; il sont
tout mort.' Colonel Conder's rendering is , ' " Fall on them," he said ;
" they cannot help themselves : they are dead already." ' Raymond of
Tripoli is credited with doing ' good service afterwards at Tyre,' though
he died about a fortnight after the battle. Despite sundry inaccuracies,
it is a lively sketch, and the author's personal knowledge of the country
makes it more vivid than such sketches usually are.

LANE-POOLE.

The IAfe and Miracles of St. William of Norwich by Thomas of Mon-
mouth. Edited by AUGUSTUS JESSOPP, D.D., and MONTAGUE B.
JAMBS, LittJX (Cambridge : University Press. 1896.)

THE fate of Thomas of Monmouth's ' l ife of St. William ' has been some-
what remarkable. It was written, we now learn, between 1172 and 1174,
within thirty years of the Iragedy which it records. Until recently, how-
ever, it was only known from the mention made of it by Leland and Bale;
no manuscript was in evidence, and even the fact that it was the exclusive
source of Capgrave's account of the boy-martyr in the ' Nova Legenda'
was as yet unrevealed. The credit of bringing so valuable a work to light
belongs to Dr. James. A unique copy, it appears, had long lain buried
in a small parish-library at Brent Eleigh in Suffolk, and in 1889, when
(with one notable exception, already secured by the Bodleian) the
Brent Eleigh MSS. were removed to Cambridge, Dr. James had the
satisfaction of identifying it. To atone for its long seclusion, it has now
been fortunate in its editors, whom we have to-thank not only for the
Latin text and an admirable English version, but for preliminary matter
of great interest. In anything that relates to Norfolk, Dr. Jesaopp is on
his own ground. Thus, besides his share of the translation, he contri-
butes instructive chapters on the author, on Norwich cathedral priory,
where he served as sacrist at the martyr's tomb, on East Anglia in the
reign of Stephen, and on the Norwich Jews; while Dr. James gives the
history of the work, and a lucid and impartial analysis of the evidence on
which the legend was built up, together with a well-informed chapter on
the cult and iconography of the saint. The last subject is illustrated by
five panel portraits from rood screens, and a useful plan of Norwich about
the year 1150 accompanies a note by the Bev. W. Hudson. A facsimile
of a page of the manuscript would have been a welcome addition, but no
doubt the editors are justified in the belief that, although not the original,
it was written before the end of the twelfth century.

The story of the poor boy whose corpse waa found in Thorpe Wood
outside Norwich on Easter Eve, 1144, derives its historical importance from
being the first of a long series of alleged ritual murders by Jews. As is
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well known, the belief that, in travesty of the Passion, the Jews annually
crucified a Christian child was one of the most widely spread and terrible
of medieval superstitions, and it may be feared from a lamentable outbreak
in Hungary not many years ago that it is not even yet quite extinct In
tracing its origin Dr. James quotes a curious passage from the fifth*
century Greek chronicler Socrates, describing how the Jews of Inmestar
in Syria were attacked by the Christians for having bound a boy to a cross
and done him to death. In this case, as he remarks, the ritual element
is wanting, the affair having seemingly began in rude sport and only
ended fatally because the Jews were drunk; but, as the story was copied
into the' Historia Tripartita,' it may nevertheless have supplied the germ
which later produced such noxious fruit. At the same time, the myth
may also have originated from popular church-tales, two at least of which
are highly gignifiremf. of the line that anti-Jewish feeling would be likely
to take. Dr. James himself mentions the story, as old as the sixth
century, of the Jew glass-blower of Constantinople (later of Pisa or
Bourges) who threw his son into a furnace for receiving the eucharisi. A
more pertinent example seems to have escaped him. It tells how once
during mass in the cathedral at Toledo the Virgin's voice was heard from
heaven (or, in some versions, from her statue), denouncing the Jews for
still persecuting her Son, and how, on search being made, they were
found assembled together outraging a waxed image of the Crucified, and
were all put to death. This story was certainly current before 1144, and
William of Malmesbury's collection among others includes it. That it
influenced the myth, if it did not actually suggest it, can hardly be
doubted, the only change, from wax to a living victim, being a natural,
though momentous, development. Even the voice from heaven has its
parallel in St. William's case in the light from the sky pointing to the
spot where he lay; nor is it improbable that the same Toledo story was
the sole basis for the atrocious charge against the Jews of Spain which
Thomas of Monmonth puts into the mouth of the convert Theobald of
Cambridge. ;

As Thomas himself did not enter Norwich priory until after 1144, the
earlier part of his narrative down to 1149 was not derived from personal
knowledge. Although it is dramatic and full of interest, as an indictment
of the Jews it is far from conclusive. Much of the evidence, indeed, is
mere gossip, while the strongest of all, that of iElwerd Ded, was at most a
dubious deathbed revelation five years after the event. One of the many
curious features of the case is that, after John the sheriff had saved the
Jews from the clergy and populace, and the boy's body had been laid in
the priory cemetery, the affair so narrowly escaped oblivion that within
two or three jears 'the memory of the blessed martyr' had, as
we are told, ' almost entirely died out.' The author dates its revival
from a singular miracle of which a girl at Dnnwich, courted by a
demon lover, was the heroine ; but an undoubted murder of a Jew
by Christians evidently bad a good deal to do with it. When Eleazar
was brutally killed by followers of Sir Simon de Novers, one of his debtors,
it was the turn of the Jews to cry out, and a graphic, though' conjectural,'
account is given of the hearing of their plea at Norwich by the king in
person. They had a bitter antagonist in Bishop William Tnrbe, lately
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the prior. As Sir Simon held lands under the see, the bishop hotly
defended him, insisting that the earlier charge against the Jews them-
selves most first be purged. The result was that Stephen adjourned the
trial to London, but when the day came, having been bribed, it is said,
like the sheriff before him, by the Jews, he again put it off, and the pro-
ceedings on both sides eventually, came to nothing. The rest of the story,
which describes the author's opportune visions in Lent 1150, and the
martyr's consequent translation into the chapter house, the opposition of
Prior Elias, and the ultimate triumph of the bishop and Brother Thomas
when, after the prior's death, a fresh translation in 1154 into the church
itself completed the process of popular canonisation—all this makes
extremely curious and instructive reading. The same may also be said
of the miracles by which St. William's fame was spread; for, although
there is much in them that is trivial, grotesque, or even disgusting, the
vivid light which they throw upon the manners, beliefs, and general social
history of the time renders them only less valuable than the mnin narrative.
Whether they still went on after his sacrist ceased to record them we
cannot tell, but the extracts given by Dr. James from the church accompts
show a significant decline in the receipts at his tomb until they sank in
1348 to fourpence. It is a more interesting question how far St. William's
story instigated other charges of child-murder against the Jews. The
view of the editors is that it was not only the earliest and strongest case
of the kind, but ' the foundation of all subsequent ones,' both in England
and abroad. This is a heavy responsibility to lay upon the people of
Norwich, and one would prefer to believe that similar causes, in the ever
increasing unpopularity of the Jews, may have produced the like effects.
The subject, however, is a large one, and Or. James does not profess to-
have treated it exhaustively. To the half-dozen cases he mentions as
having occurred within the twelfth century that of the boy Adam, con of
William the Welshman, of Bristol, may be added, full details of which are
given in Harley MS. 957.

Of the excellence of the editing I have already spoken, but a few points
call for remark. Thus, Dr. Jessopp is surely wrong (p. xxxiii) in holding that
the name of Cheyne (de Caineto) with its variants is a corruption of Caen
(de Cadomo). The names and families were in fact quite distinct until
they were united by the marriage of Robert, son of Walter de Cadomo, to
Sibilla, sister of John de Caineto. It was their son John who, as the
sheriff, figures in Thomas of Monmouth's work; and if he bore the name
of Cheyne, of which there is some doubt, he got it from his mother.
Again, whether he or Mr. Hudson is right as to the functions of the
decanus, Dr. Jessopp has no warranty for speaking of William de
Hastings, dean of Norwich, as Sir William (p. xiii); nor is it possible to
reconcile his statements that the martyr's translation in 1150 took place
< with a pompous function and ceremony ' (p. xii) and ' without any cere-
monial ' (p. xxii). Lastly, the editors differ as to the date of the death of
Bishop William Turbe, which, as the work was dedicated to him, fixes
& limit of time for its composition. Dr. James (p. liii) dates it in 1174,
Dr. Jessopp (p. xxiv) more correctly in 1175. G. F . WABNEB.
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